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and television advertising, to disclose
that to the House of Representatives so
the citizens would be fully informed
about where that money came from
and where that money would go.

But banning soft money to the na-
tional parties is not all that we should
do. I believe that we also have to look
at where the source of soft money
comes from, independent of the parties;
and that is why I am also a cosponsor
of the Paycheck Protection Act.

The Paycheck Protection Act, Mr.
Speaker, would prohibit employee
wages or dues from being withheld or
used for political purposes without the
written consent of the wage earner.

Why is that important? Today, lit-
erally millions of wage earners are
having their paychecks reduced, with
the money going to political purposes
over which they exercise no control.
And what the Paycheck Protection Act
would say is that that money cannot be
taken from their paycheck without
first getting their written consent to
use it for political purposes. It can be
used for other purposes, collective-bar-
gaining purposes, for information pur-
poses, but, Mr. Speaker, it could not be
used for political purposes.

This is one of the largest areas of soft
money abuse that is occurring today.

So, Mr. Speaker, for those who have
taken the floor and have said, let us
take up campaign finance reform, I
would say to them join with the bipar-
tisan group that are sponsoring the
Campaign Integrity Act and who is
sponsoring the Paycheck Protection
Act.
f

RECLAIMING OF SPECIAL ORDER
TIME

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to reclaim my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arkansas?

There was no objection.
f

BOTH PARTIES SHOULD WORK TO-
GETHER TO MOVE AHEAD ON
CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM
LEGISLATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. HUTCHIN-
SON] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, I
want to recognize my friend, the gen-
tleman from Montana [Mr. HILL], for
his leadership on this very important
issue. He has worked very diligently
and hard on the campaign finance re-
form task force that has produced the
bipartisan Campaign Integrity Act of
1997, and I want to congratulate him
and thank him for his comments and
associate myself with those comments
on this key area of reform.

I also want to compliment my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
who have joined together in a biparti-
san fashion to formulate this very im-

portant step forward in an incremental
fashion to accomplishing significant
campaign finance reform legislation. I
hope that as a result of all of our ef-
forts we can do something good for the
American people.

As I sit here in Congress now and
think about some of the objections
that are raised and also some of the
urgings to bring this legislation to the
floor, I cannot help but think that as
we fight this battle together, there are
supporters and detractors of campaign
finance reform legislation on both
sides of the aisle. We have got good
friends on the other side that support
this, we have opponents on the other
side; and the same thing on the Repub-
lican side of the aisle.

We have to forget pointing fingers at
each other and move toward working
together to accomplish this. I think
that we can do that.

There are other people who say, well,
let us just have campaign finance re-
form legislation, but let us do not ban
soft money. I do not believe that we
can have legitimate campaign finance
reform legislation that will be accepted
by the American public unless there is
a ban on soft money.

Now, there are certain objections
that are raised, people who say, well, in
our system, and I hear this particu-
larly from our side of the aisle, that if
we close the loophole in this area, the
money will continue to flow in cam-
paigns. And I will acknowledge that
whenever we have campaigns and we
have politics that center around power
we will have money flow to those cen-
ters of power. That is the nature of it.

But there are two ways we can ad-
dress campaigns in America. We can
take all the limits off. We can take all
the rules off and just let the money
flow. I personally believe that that is a
step in the wrong direction. We should
have campaign limits, spending, con-
tribution limits. I think that is appro-
priate as long as it is within the first
amendment. So we have to have some
rules.

And any time we have a system of
rules, from time to time, we will have
to adjust those rules. We are in that
phase right now.

The last time we had significant re-
form was after Watergate. The fresh-
men rose up and accomplished reform
during that time. I believe the fresh-
men can do that same thing today and
move this bill forward and accomplish
this, and it has to start with banning
soft money.

Yes; there will be other loopholes
down the road, but we have to address
the most significant problem now, and
that is soft money and we can do that.

b 1830

There are some people who raise an
objection to banning soft money by
saying, ‘‘Well, you’re going to give an
advantage to the other side.’’ I believe
that that is incorrect. We look at the
statistics and this comes from the Cen-
ter for Responsive Politics, based on

the Federal Election Commission re-
ports. It found in the 1996 election
cycle that the Democrats raised $122
million in soft money, the Republicans
raised $141 million. Yes, the Republican
side is a little bit more, but we were in
the majority at that point. So it is
roughly equivalent what each party
raised in soft money, whether it is
labor money or corporate money.

So if you ban soft money, you keep
the playing field level. As a former
State party chairman, I think that is
the first criteria of election reform, of
campaign finance reform, that you
keep a level playing field so everyone
can compete fairly and honestly within
the system. The Bipartisan Campaign
Integrity Act of 1997 does this. It meets
those objectives. It restores confidence
in the system. It increases disclosure,
increases information to the American
voter. It empowers them by making
their contributions once again more
meaningful.

That is why this is good legislation.
I have urged my Republican leaders to
move this legislation forward. I con-
gratulate the gentleman from Califor-
nia [Mr. THOMAS], the chairman, who
has taken a strong position. He is
going to conduct a hearing on this leg-
islation. I hope it will come this fall. I
think the time is right right now for
this legislation to move forward in the
U.S. Congress.
f

CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM,
SECRETARY ALBRIGHT’S RE-
MARKS, AND NAFTA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PAPPAS). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. FOLEY] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, let me first
and foremost commend the gentleman
from Arkansas for his good words on
campaign finance reform. I join him in
that pledge to ban soft money. We did
a lot of campaign finance reform in the
State of Florida. We reduced the size of
the donation from PAC’s and individ-
uals. We cleaned up the process, and we
made a difference. The American pub-
lic needs to see real campaign finance
reform.

I am particularly impressed the gen-
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. HUTCHIN-
SON] has been so aggressive in this pur-
suit as a freshman in this Congress
looking to change the way we do busi-
ness, and I think it is vital. I think the
American public distrusts politics,
they do not like the way the system
operates and clearly revelations that
have been going on in the news media
have embarrassed us further. I join him
in the pursuit of that reform, soft
money bans and other things that will
lend some credibility to the U.S. Con-
gress and what we do here.

I also want to commend Secretary
Madeleine Albright for her diligent
pursuit of peace in the Middle East for
the concerns that we all share in this
country for peace and stability in the
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